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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is a First Action Non-Final on the merits. Claims 1 -1 5, as 
originally filed, are currently pending and have been considered below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one 
skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to 
make and/or use the invention. 

Claims 1 , 6, and 1 1 mention providing the user with entry areas for every 
element needed to properly adhere to a risk management scheme. This is not 
described in the specification of this disclosure in such a way as to enable one skilled in 
the pertinent art to accomplish this task. It is unclear how the elements will properly 
adhere to a risk management scheme and/or how to determine which elements will 
properly adhere to a risk management scheme. The disclosure lacks direction in how to 
adhere to a risk management scheme and how to define those elements and their 
respective entry areas that will adhere to the risk management scheme. The concept of 
receiving elements for adherence to a risk management scheme is not necessitated by 
the prior art and one skilled in the art would be unable to complete this step. 
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Claims 2-5, 7-1 0, and 1 2-1 5 are dependent upon independent claims 1 , 6, and 
1 1 , respectively, and are, therefore, rejected using the same rationale as set forth 
above. 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 4, 9, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 4 recites the limitation "ABCD" risk management scheme. Examiner is 
unsure what Applicant means by this limitation in the claim. The specification of this 
disclosure fails to provide a proper definition and/or explanation for an ABCD risk 
management scheme. Examiner cannot determine the scope of the claimed invention. 
Appropriate clarification is required. 

Claims 9 and 14 recite equivalent limitations to claim 4 and is, therefore, rejected 
using the same art and rationale as set forth above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Falso et al. (2003/0125965) in view of Wolff et al. (5,774,887). 
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As per claim 1 , Falso et al. discloses "A method for standardizing reporting of 
issues, assumptions, and risks for a risk review board, the method comprising: 

presenting with a form for entering information about a risk management unit; 
receiving the information about the risk management unit" flj 27 and Fig. 2 disclose a 
display page used to collect information about a risk management contract, where the 
display page presents a form for entering the information); 

"wherein the form provides the user with entry areas for every element needed to 
properly adhere to a risk management scheme" (Fig. 2 displays entry fields for elements 
needed for the risk management contract). 

Falso et al., however, fails to explicitly disclose "wherein the user is hindered 
from exiting the form prior to supplying all information necessary for adherence to the 
risk management scheme". 

Wolff et al. discloses a customer service electronic form generating system 
"hindering the user from exiting the form prior to supplying all information" (col. 8, line 
26-40 discloses that the system determines whether the form is complete before the 
user can exit from the existing form into the next uncompleted form). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the pertinent art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the method for managing contractual risk 
of Falso et al. to include the hindering of a user from exiting a form as taught by Wolff et 
al. in order ensure that a user has entered all pertinent information before exiting the 
form. 
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Claims 6 and 1 1 recite equivalent limitations to claim 1 and are, therefore, 
rejected using the same art and rationale as set forth above. 

As per claim 2, Falso et al. further discloses "generating a report in a 
standardized format based on the information about the risk" flj 21 discloses generating 
a risk report which includes the information about the risk contract and Fig. 5 displays a 
sample risk report that is generated in a standardized format). 

Claims 7 and 12 recite equivalent limitations to claim 2 and are, therefore, 
rejected using the same art and rationale as set forth above. 

As per claim 3, Falso et al. discloses "the risk management unit is one of an 
assumption, a risk, an issue, and a risk plan" flf 2 discloses a risk of not meeting a 
delivery deadline). 

Claims 8 and 13 recite equivalent limitations to claim 3 and are, therefore, 
rejected using the same art and rationale as set forth above. 

As per claim 4, as best understood, Falso et al. further discloses "the risk 
management scheme is an ABCD risk management scheme" (U 19 discloses a system 
for managing risk factors, where this system is a risk management scheme). 

Claims 9 and 14 recites equivalent limitations to claim 4 and are, therefore, 
rejected using the same art and rationale as set forth above. 

As per claim 5, Falso et al. discloses all of the elements of the claimed invention 
but fails to explicitly disclose "the step of wherein the user is hindered from exiting the 
form prior to supplying all information necessary for adherence to the risk management 
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scheme comprises preventing the user from exiting an entry field until the user has 
provided an entry for the entry field". 

Wolff et al. discloses a customer service electronic form generating system 
"preventing the user from exiting an entry field until the user has provided an entry for 
the entry field" (col. 9, line 37-47 discloses that the system determines whether the 
customer service representative has completed the current field before allowing the 
customer to move onto the next fields). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the pertinent art 
at the time the invention was made to modify the method and system for managing 
contractual risk of Falso et al. to include the step of hindering a user from exiting a field 
before completing it as taught by Wolff et al. in order to ensure that a user has entered 
all pertinent information before exiting the field. 

Claims 10 and 15 recite equivalent limitations to claim 5 and are, therefore, 
rejected using the same art and rationale as set forth above. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Scharmer (5,640,577) discloses a data processing system with 
automated at least partial forms completion). Mangin et al. (6,078,890) discloses a 
method and system for automated health care rate renewal and quality assessment. 
Wright, Jr. (5,704,029) discloses a system and method for completing an electronic 
form. Frankland et al. (2002/0026339) discloses an integrated change management 
unit. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CANDICE D. CARTER whose telephone number is 
(571) 270-5105. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Thursday 
7:30am- 6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on (571) 272-6812. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

CDC 

/John G. Weiss/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3629 
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